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Mr. James O'Ksill, Deputy Archivist 
The national Archives 
Wash.,D.C. 3S4G8 

bear %. O'aeili, 

-our letter stamp dated August 5 came today, siti attacisaants. 1 respond without 
having had 'the opportunity to compere your letter with the earlier ones or the pages 
provided with earlier versions of those records in order to obtain clarifications and 
records relevant to this appeal and the withholdings and reversal of the withholdings. 

If has been a© long you say not recall Ey explanation of the consequences of last 
year's phlebitis but it is limiting and X do not have »*ady access to all my files. It 
is now awkward for ms to type and to leave the typing because I must sit in a bositiQn 
that has my legs horizontal and in a manner that does not cat cff circulation. If I thus 
do not cite specific records I hope you will understand that I do not intend to burden 
you fee. indefinite responses do burden me. 

Shis illness and hospitalisation are at least partially responsible for my not 
being able to appeal Mr. Leisinger's denial of last **uly 31. However, I did appeal it 
January 3 of this year. The law permits you 20 working days to process the appeal. x t 
is more than seven months. In this long interval I recall no communication from you on 
it. There are some agencies which do have heavy loads of requests. I have not heard that 
this is true of SAKS. As you note, part of this is directly relevant in current litiga- 
tion. That suit was filed long before this appeal. lou "represent the defendant. It is, I 
believe, apparent that other parts of this request and appeal are relevant in that case. 

You are also aware, I am confident, that this law has Always required promptness in 
handling FOIA requests. The amended law requires good faith and due diligence 
of which I have presented to me with ffitbefiasing regularity in the.es suits. With this 
incomplete explanation I hope you can understand ^ deep interest in knowing the reasons 
if any for this extraordinary delay which you do not address in any way. 

Particularly because this is before a court I request all relevant records on the 
initial denials and the appeal, including all records of classification and declassi- 
fication and withholding and disclosure where the records w ere not classified. lour 
letter is ambiguous where it addressas only continued withoiding, authority, 

only the parson by whom the request was made of you. It does not even allege that Mr. 

Wilson is duly qualified. It is, however, limited to what you still deny me. As you are 
aware the Warren Gosaaission lacked any legal authority to classify anything and only after 
the fact was it granted authority that was limited to declassification. HASS is its suc- 
cessor. You refer to a review. Hy understand^ E.O. 11652 is that it requires the keeping 
of records of the nature referred to above. 

This is not a frivolous request. I have skimmed tlsose pages enclosed with your letter 
aniin no case do I find any basis for any withholding — ever. 

^■n this connection, to avoid the laborious task of a word— by-word comparison 
because it may become relevant in court I also ask for copies of the pages just provided 
that show the parts previously withheld. 

As best the vacuum you present ms permits I'll address your claims to exemptions in 
their order of appearance. 

With respect to Item 7 you list 13 withholdings, you cite (b)(l) and (3) without 
specifying which applies or is claimed to apply to any one withholding. With regard of 
(fc)(?} you cite only 50 U* 3* C* 405(d) with no further explication* You cite bo executive 
order. 4 mom my reading of those pages not withheld it seems at least unlikely that there 
is a genuine national-security issue here. With the lapse of all these years this becomes 
even more improbable. With respect to pages 56,109 and 110 you cite (b)(6). It is obvious 
that the Colesaan-Slawson memo is not and aannbt be "personnel or medical files." There are 
controlling decisions on this exemption. There have also bean, some rld&SIeulous to 

this exemption. In addition, you cite no authority for "this. I do question the apix^Fpxiat©— 
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Sch^atl or 2 th? ® e appenfiixes yoa «*•*» 0>)(1) without specifying 

vu^ch part or of (B) what ezseutJLve order, Without the passing of all this time th*re 
improbahili^- that there M or even could 
defuse content in Oswald* s foreign activities. ^ natioaal- 

Under Itw 9, Kosenko records, the first withheld is the totally andesc-lbed (f) 

Ttm d .avion of (b)(l) suffers the defect explained above. loci also' claim 6b)(5) ^ere 

7irtaa Pf, a ? recOT * the Warren Co^ ssi oa ^uld aot ^ 
(d).?^TrifL— i 1 ! specify which part and (b)(7)(c) and 

„ f . . . Z''‘ & Z~ deletes there seems to be no passibility of any 

*?**? 2“ °- ** flrst olals - isvestigatoi'-file ereSS^SiSs^t of 

all ^at is totally missing here, a law enfcreasant pm-cose. 

be considered an invasion of personal privacy 2*£Ttt.i - 

5° w «* “ ^ <*** ^ *** the identity of a person, interview*!. STSSTire 

zszz r^ss 

- « ■siMrs.** sssr res. 

“ s L'ssii^si s 1 - 

4~S?ilS“£firS?»SfS i S“ other relavent «ooro. 

Wished soae years ^Sf ^ S ZS ST* llt “" la “* “* W 1 

I **5® ^ f 6 ® 1 * 064 *»“ of the ^letions in the records relating to the withholding 

sSHtir = s - tss&xzsz zzrxzr 

As you well know, I ss aware I can go to court over the tirhhc > dinr of recnr*® t 

£iwsr? ZI z s ’ * 

LZf rzt“- 

,-itb^^ £ ®° 1 a *? 1 *° b ® SSQt of 811 CooHission records that had bean 

tZe 2 o'Z’™ rZS-^^LZ*"* 4 52 S *■» *“* 1 “« to 

release. le. refused. I SfZ£Z£ ^ * 

reminded that RAES did. veare r -,~~i .Zll , -arther »hen. Since taea L have o eaa 

category, it has not. Ifcis includes records *hr wMoh I 1 a certain 

you will reconsider my re ieetedrSu^T^ epecifie request. I do hope 

sad do this work there as iti« 1? i ° p0asifcle for ae to go to the Archives 

toil. A. oZctS “ tot Se^J 009 ®* 0 , 01 ^ 10 ito. e»d 

* «rto ihtreleh let. „ »e* ZL'LSmZS Z E?' “ ^“5 ' 14 >« >»«> 
amount of time inve^tc- 5 and th=> 58 ~ff W3rk is without eqjsal in the 

irtrrs r-«?r 

probl® and limited sy ability to go to fee iur^iv^i^L Sgl 3 ^ ^ beCSae a 


Sunserely, 


Barold Weisberg 



